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Table 8-�9
Industry-performed R&D as share of private-industry output, by state: 1998, 2000, and 2003

 
 
 
State �998 �000 �00� �998 �000 �00� �998 �000 �00�

United Sates ........................  ���,��8 �9�,�9� �98,��� �,���,�99 8,���,�8� 9,�0�,��� �.�� �.�� �.0�
Alabama ...........................  8�� 8�� 999 89,�0� 9�,��� �09,�88 0.9� 0.8� 0.9�
Alaska ..............................  �� �8 �� �8,��� ��,�8� ��,��� 0.�0 0.�� 0.��
Arizona .............................  �,80� �,�8� �,�0� ��0,0�� ��8,��� ��0,��9 �.�0 �.�� �.��
Arkansas ..........................  ��� �00 ��0 ��,��� ��,��� ��,8�� 0.�0 0.�9 0.��
California ..........................  ��,8�� ��,��� ��,��� 9��,��9 �,���,900 �,���,809 �.�0 �.9� �.�9
Colorado ..........................  �,�80 �,��� �,��� ���,�8� ���,��� ���,��� �.�� �.0� �.��
Connecticut .....................  �,��� �,��� �,8�� ���,90� ���,98� ��8,��0 �.�� �.8� �.�8
Delaware ..........................  �,��� �,��8 �,�98 ��,��� �8,80� ��,��� �.0� �.�8 �.8�
District of Columbia .........  �98 �9� ��� ��,��9 �8,��� ��,�98 �.8� 0.�� 0.��
Florida ..............................  �,��� �,��� �,�8� ���,8�� ���,8�9 �8�,��� 0.89 0.9� 0.��
Georgia ............................  �,��� �,��9 �,�08 ���,��8 ���,��� ��9,�8� 0.�� 0.8� 0.��
Hawaii ..............................  �� 9� ��� �9,��� ��,�80 ��,088 0.�9 0.�0 0.��
Idaho ................................  �,�0� �,��� ��� ��,��� �0,��9 ��,��� �.�� �.�9 �.��
Illinois ...............................  �,��8 8,�9� 8,��9 �8�,��0 ��0,��� ��0,��� �.90 �.00 �.8�
Indiana .............................  �,9�� �,888 �,��8 ���,�09 ���,��� �9�,�8� �.8� �.�� �.90
Iowa .................................  ��0 ��� 8�� ��,0�� 80,��9 90,��8 �.0� 0.9� 0.9�
Kansas .............................  �,�8� �,��� �,��� ��,9�8 ��,��� 80,�8� �.�0 �.8� �.09
Kentucky ..........................  �0� ��� �0� 9�,�0� 9�,��� �09,��� 0.�� 0.�8 0.��
Louisiana ..........................  ��� ��� �9� �0�,9�� ��8,9�� ���,��0 0.�� 0.�� 0.��
Maine ...............................  ��� ��� �00 ��,��� �0,��� ��,0�� 0.�0 0.8� 0.��
Maryland ..........................  �,90� �,��� �,998 ���,��8 ��8,8�9 ���,��� �.�� �.�9 �.��
Massachusetts .................  �0,��� �0,8�� ��,09� ���,��� ���,�9� ���,��� �.8� �.�8 �.09
Michigan ..........................  ��,��� ��,�89 ��,��� ��8,�88 �0�,��9 ���,098 �.�� �.�� �.��
Minnesota ........................  �,��� �,9�� �,00� ��9,��� ���,�8� �88,�0� �.�� �.�9 �.��
Mississippi .......................  �8� ��� �,0�� �0,��0 ��,�08 �9,�9� 0.�� 0.�� �.��
Missouri ...........................  �,�0� �,9�8 �,��� ���,�9� ���,��� ���,�9� �.0� �.�� �.0�
Montana ...........................  �� �8 �� ��,��� ��,��� ��,��� 0.�8 0.�� 0.�0
Nebraska ..........................  �9� ��� ��� ��,��� ��,8�� ��,8�8 0.�� 0.�0 0.��
Nevada .............................  ��� ��� �8� ��,��� ��,��� 80,��� 0.8� 0.�� 0.��
New Hampshire ...............  �,��8 ��� �,��9 ��,��� �9,8�� ��,��8 �.�8 �.8� �.08
New Jersey ......................  ��,�0� �0,�80 ��,�0� �8�,��� ��0,�9� ���,��� �.9� �.�� �.��
New Mexico .....................  �,��0 �,�0� ��9 ��,��� ��,�88 ��,��� �.8� �.9� 0.��
New York ..........................  �0,�8� ��,��� 8,��� ���,��� �90,��� ��0,��8 �.�8 �.�8 �.��
North Carolina ..................  �,�8� �,��� �,��� ���,��� ��0,��� ���,�09 �.�� �.88 �.��
North Dakota ...................  �� 8� ��� ��,��� ��,��� �8,��8 0.�� 0.�� �.�9
Ohio .................................  �,��� �,��� �,��0 ���,�8� ���,98� ���,89� �.8� �.88 �.��
Oklahoma .........................  ��9 ��� ��� ��,��� ��,9�� 8�,9�� 0.�� 0.�� 0.�9
Oregon .............................  �,��� �,��� �,9�� 88,��0 99,��� �0�,��� �.�� �.�� �.8�
Pennsylvania ....................  �,�9� 8,��� �,09� ���,�0� ���,��0 �00,8�� �.�� �.�0 �.��
Rhode Island ....................  �,��� �,��� �,�0� ��,9�� �9,�9� ��,��8 �.�� �.9� �.��
South Carolina .................  99� �,0�9 9�� 88,��9 9�,�8� �08,09� �.�� �.�� 0.90
South Dakota ...................  �0 89 �� ��,9�8 �0,�0� ��,8�� 0.�� 0.�� 0.��
Tennessee ........................  �,��0 �,��� �,�0� ���,��8 ���,8�0 ��8,��9 �.�� �.0� 0.8�
Texas ................................  8,98� �0,0�8 ��,0�� ���,��� ���,��� ���,��� �.�� �.�� �.��
Utah .................................  �,��9 �,0�� 99� ��,��� �8,�80 ��,��� �.�� �.8� �.��
Vermont ............................  ��� �89 ��0 ��,9�� ��,��� ��,8�8 0.8� �.�� �.0�
Virginia .............................  �,��0 �,�8� �,��� �8�,��� ���,�00 ���,��0 �.�� �.�� �.��
Washington ......................  �,0�� 8,��� 9,��� ���,�8� �9�,0�9 �09,9�� �.�� �.�9 �.�9
West Virginia ....................  ��� ��9 ��9 ��,��� ��,80� �8,��� �.00 0.9� 0.��
Wisconsin ........................  �,9�9 �,��� �,��� ���,9�� ���,0�� ���,��� �.�� �.�� �.�9
Wyoming ..........................  �0 �� �� ��,��� ��,8�� �9,��� 0.�� 0.�� 0.�9

NOTES: In �998, more than �0% of industrial R&D value imputed because of raking of state data for Alaska, Arkansas, Hawaii, Louisiana, Mississippi, Ne-
braska, North Dakota, South Dakota, and Wyoming.  In �998, more than �0% of industrial R&D value imputed for Delaware, District of Columbia, Idaho, 
Kansas, New Mexico, Rhode Island, and Washington. In �000, more than �0% of industrial R&D value imputed because of raking of state data for Alaska, 
District of Columbia, Hawaii, Louisiana, Mississippi, Montana, Nebraska, North Dakota, South Dakota, and Wyoming.  In �000, more than �0% of indus-
trial R&D value imputed for Alabama, Arizona, Connecticut, Delaware, Florida, Georgia, Illinois, Indiana, Kansas, Michigan, New Mexico, Rhode Island, 
and Washington. In �00�, more than �0% of industrial R&D value imputed because of raking of state data for Alaska. In �00�, more than �0% of industrial 
R&D value imputed for Kansas and Rhode Island. Private-industry output is reported in current dollars.

SOURCES: National Science Foundation, Division of Science Resources Statistics, Survey of Industrial Research and Development, various years; and 
U.S. Department of Commerce, Bureau of Economic Analysis, Gross State Product data.
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